Your letter of the 10th with that to Jim and mo and your recent exchange with JJ oki; 

I've read. I'll reply without having read the helin review while tliis is fairly fresh in 
mind and becuyso Jin is too busy with deadlines to respond immediately. I'll be seeing 
him Thursday anu he'll haves a carbon of this by then if he disagrees with anything I say. 

His first priority is to complete the highly-technical petition cert to the U upreme 
Court in the speetro case, where the tine pressure is such he'll be getting it set in 
type before I can read the revised last half (the first half is fine), ana then to file 
one for John fey in what is a late effort to frustrate one of the more repressive and 
unrecognized decisions in year s. 

Your letter to •‘•’ok is first— rate, in content and in approach. I would insist on 
answers because the law does require them nd puts you on a better footing audmakes them 
look so bad that your prsopects in court as well as in writing would look much better. In 
fact, if you are willing to take the time, I'd go through the whole rigamarole all over 
again with Saxbe, ,.itli some references to his own pronouncements that are relevant if you 
would take the time to look them up. At the moment the best thing for you is for them to 
continue to stall. You are no worse off if the Supreme Court rules against me and you are 
better off if they do soot. Meanwhile, you'll be the beneficiary of all that Jim is learning. 

I did enjoy somoof the subtleties and laughed aloud at the beautiful use of "at this 
point in time." You made it perfectly clear. 

In your joint letter you mention the possibility of a young woman lawyer who has just 
passed her bars helping but you do not say y a have even approached ter. May I suggest this 
approach, which binds to nothings first ask her if she could be interested in helping, not 
at this point in handling the ease in court (the pre-court work is not t&at xtai tough, 
by which I mean the complaint, etc.). Have a copy of the AG's Memo to give her to read. 
Meanwhile, check around among the cause lawyers you have out there. While X do not. Know 
then personally, the names of Michael Tigar and the young Hallinan' s come to mind. You 
might ask old Vince, who just wight go for tliis and could do a nice job of arguing. 

It depends on how they see it, but this case is entirely consistent with their interests. 

I would suggest that if they do not display real interest you drop the approach because 
this kind of tiling can t survive a dilxetante approach and attitude. Jim can tell you what 
that has done in the spectro case. But at no ppint should you rush on tliis. You have plenty 
of other things to do, not boondoggles, so let this build the best possible record for you. 
The kind of thing you wrote Bork will be the most effective approach in your book and in 
itself will be work the effort and patience there. When you will have gone through a half- 
dozen AG* 3 on tliis that really makes it look that they absolutely must suppress and the 
reader will draw the proper conclusions in explanation. 

In tiie end, don o t regard the inexperience of this young woman as the most important 
factor. We would have been in better shape if **iia had handled all the work on the spectro 
suit and I'd not liave been in worse shape if I'd handled it all myself. In CA2569-70 I 
did get what I wanted in "losing." And I was pro se. I think that is Jim had handled it 
1 might have done better than merely seeing what I wanted to see. All I lost was prints. 

I did get everything else, including tracings. 

Don't be afraid to be pro se. You lose nothing by going to court and losing. You are 
no worse off than you are now. In fact, you might want to consider filing pro sex even if 
this young woman lawyer will help. Then if there is a court appearance, you will be counsel, 
she can be xkszkhkk f co-counsel , and you will bo able to use your detailed knowledge of the 
fact, which she won t be able; to have while she can do all that her kno- ledge requires. 

Gointelpros/Stem papers; He made a narrow, limited request. I had written ^im about 
this before .aid he lias gotten the papers. A set came to me yesterday from him. I've not had 
time to read them. They appear to add notliing to what w.. knew. (In tliis sense you should liave 
the Media documents that WIK magazine reprinted in full. If you 3.0 not, Jim or I can lend. 

I imagine that if Jim lias not made a ^et for you he will when he lias time. Several arc like 
fenkin’s carbons in unclarity. liiaven t tried it yet but I imagine that if you will take 
an adjustable machine, like a 3H107, toad overexpose these, you’ll get a gray background 
but a more legible documents. I have done this with the WC stuff. 

Bob Siaoth quitting or quit CTIa: As ox" xy say before yesterday, ^im also had notliing 
but rumors, had seen bptjj Bob and Bud and neither of them had told him. I’m trying to 


Lp. fho kind of mistake I make in i taste. Sony, 

copy of the DJ memo on the morning of Wcisbcrg yesterday. "ather got it 
the only version he lias, that is a duplicate ana if he will faaafr - 

-I- lit- you one, u. presume no vial , 
vt “ X v; odd 
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vary your figure a lit -le. Bfelin won t drop dead but his book will, I think it lias, don't 
do anything to attract at .ention to it. The only tiling I havedone is use it as an excuse 
to needle Klaer u .rtz again. Privately. 

- «y extra copy of hurry away and I’vp loaned the one copy to e fellow in l -m; 
tore for Inn to xerox. - ry iwiry end. if she doesn t savin: one, 1 think the;- clicnpcct tiler 
would b* to ack din to have it x.roxeci mther than ratilinr* it bade ana 
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Belin; if you have written the boot possible review - and. J- haven^t read 
encourage you not tc sah; publication for it. I think I addressed tills earlier 


-Orth for you 

3 th are :Ln f units over their 
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to cs»t Uia to have xt x-.-rc 

to xerox. 

You. din the right tiling not tc send copies to Bud or Bob. i 
abortion, Bob's deeper. Jin can no what is necessary if anythin, 
always the. chance that Bud will go off half-cocfced.*’ 

- tjiiiil that whoever draft d Boric's letter extended tlie Cleaning of the CA decision 
in spectro. I do not recall ary language that extended it to all assassination records. 

When I road your helinacho if I se anything I'll write, hut 1 haven t read his book 
and have no plans for {jetting it. Unless it in rwsaiedered. 

In response to iay 12/31 re lf/3-0or 34 you referred lao to Stem's 3 / 27/64 memo to 
kanlda, from GAX-CXa. I have or liad it. I have it carded, even with a note to see 01)49*22. 
I've gone througdi two inches of the f: 
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::n in 


mi errec. without 
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care 

ca;? likely that - misfiled it than tlsat someone ime borrowed it. Or, a have it 
touporarily with some writing laid aside more tlian a year ago. Bo, because ‘‘in also has 
and in in touch with others who may have infcteourt interest, when you 
apureeinte it if you would please send each of us a copy ana. of any- 
thing else you consider relevant. 
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gain* uia and X hove n . v... 
i developed without hav: 


naci time 


to uiscusc this 


i*ve never told 

read any of it. I think the fill used tills inquiry 
to answer the charges of lack of antfr-subversive diligence that came out when the nuston 
stuff was leaked to the lilfimes and the WxPosi. I’iaa says we did, too, do what we had to. 

it ados anything to vmat was known it will probably be minor, heanwhilo, if 
al» 3 then look better because of uy suits.it probably let then feel a little 
betuor to rleasc this Stuff. Besides, t>t. Began had gone to liis special heaven. 

If Stem lias oade any use of tills material I ait unaware of it. Ai ak os ne wonder if 


Actually, i'J 
it doc not <-. 


ease 


he did it in somocn 
court and BJ did not appeal 1 think boeam 
that intention. 


•tercst. liflC gave it perfunctory coverage when he won on 


>c he served their interest 


he did not iutve 


lest , 


